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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXIC'O 
FACULTY SENATE MINUTES 
1978-79 
senate 
December 8, 1978 
TO: Members of the Faculty Senate, the 
Faculty Committee of Five 
FROM: Anne J. Brown, Secretary ot3/--B-t-
SUBJECT: Meeting of the Faculty Senate 
00052 
The Faculty Senate will meet on Tuesday, December 12, 1 9 78, 
at 3:30 p.m. in the Kiva. The agenda will includethe 
following: 
(pp. 1-3) 
(p. 4) 
(p. 5) 
(pp. 6-9) 
(pp. 10-11) 
(pp. 12-13) 
(pp. 14-23) 
(pp. 24-26) 
1. Summarized Minutes of November 14 
(Minutes attached) 
2. Committee Assignments -- Professor Estes 
3. Credit for Remedial Courses --
Professor Coleman 
4. Change in Introduction to Appointment 
and Promotion Policy -- Professor Slaughter 
5. B.A. in Environmental Design --
Professor Kern 
6. Change in Requirements for B.A . in 
Architecture--- Professor Kern 
7. Change in Requirements for Major in 
Classics -- Professor Kern 
8. Recommendation for Granting CLEP Credit by 
Means of ACT -- Professor Richards 
9. Bachelor of University Studies --
Professor Zeilik 
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
FACULTY SENATE MEETING 
December 12, 1978 
(Sunnnarized Minutes) 
The December 12, 1978 meeting of the Faculty Senate was called to 
order by President Roebuck at 3:35 in the Kiva. 
00053 
The summarized minutes were approved with the following correction: 
" .•• a video tape first shown on KNME-TV ••• " was changed to read 
" ••• a video tape first shown on KOAT-TV •••• " 
Upon recommendation by Professor Estes, the following committee 
a~signrnents were approved: Pauline Turner (Home Economics) for 
Richard Anderson (Arch & Planning) on the Faculty Ethics and 
Advisory Committee: Candace Schau (Educational Fnds.) for David 
K~ng (Phys & Astron) on the Research Allocations Committee; 
Richard Clough (Civil Engineering) for Paul Schmidt (Philosophy) 
on the Honorary Degree committee: and William Hadley (Pharmacy), 
Beatrice Hight (Library), Shlomo Karni (Elec Engr & Comp Sci), 
Stev7n Kramer (History), and Marshall Nason {M&CL) on the 
Cormnittee for Student Grievance Procedures. 
Professor Coleman explained that in 1977 the Senate approved the 
establishment of a basic education program at the University. 
TI:e basic outline retained two courses--English 100 and Math 102--
with two additional courses to be created. The question of credit 
was not addressed directly but it was implied. 
The intent of the resolution presented in today's agenda is 
to ~larify the previous action. In order to attract faculty and 
to involve the Senate at the beginning of the program, he moved 
the adoption of the resolution. 
After a brief discussion, two amendments were approved and 
then the resolution was approved. 
The entire resolution follows: 
The Faculty senate approves the principle of granting 
credit for courses in basic education which are required 
of students whose predicted performance at the University 
is below a specified level, or who are ~dm~tted to ~he 
University with deficiencies in the admissions require-
ments. A maximum of 12 credit hours may be earned by 
any student in such courses. The individual colleges . 
and degree granting programs have the right to determine 
the number of such hours (up to 12) which are acceptable 
towards graduation from their units. 
·- •-• • • ~.,, • i •, ~ • •• , , ,. f • • • • J" f I• I I • , • I• , •I• I I • • • o • I • f • I• o o o • , • I " I• , , • j • • ; 
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This resolution in no _way implies a blanket granting of 
credit for all basic education courses nor ,an a~tomatic 
approval of any given program or course in advance. 
It indicates that the Senate will suppo~t administration 
efforts to develop such programs, but requires in every 
case the program be approved by the faculty through 
normal channels, i.e., Curricula Committee, Undergraduate 
Academic Affairs Committee, and Senate. 
For the BUS program the maximum hours allowed toward 
the degree shall be the same as the maximum hours 
allowed by the College of Arts and Sciences. 
Professor Slaughter presented a proposal which was submitted to 
the Faculty Welfare, Professional Standards, and Ethics Committee 
by the Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee. The recommendation 
attempted to clarify language in the Faculty Handbook regarding 
criteria to be used in tenure evaluations. 
After a brief discussion the proposal was sent back to the 
Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee for further clarification. 
Upon recommendation by Professor Kern, the Senate approved: 
(1) A new degree--Bachelor of Arts in Environmental Design: 
(2) Change in the requirements for the Bachelor o! Arts in 
Architecture: and (3) Change in requirements for a major in 
Classics (Modern and Classical Languages). 
Complete descriptions of these changes are included in the 
agenda materials. 
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Professor Richards explained that the University now uses th7 
College Level Examination Program (CLEP) as a means of grant7ng. 
college credit and the American college Test (ACT) as an admission 
requirement. Professor Rodney Young of the T7sting D~vision ~as 
recorranended that ACT be substituted for CLEP in granting credit. 
This would create an effective recruitment approach for the 
University and would reduce the cost to qualified students who 
seek credit through CLEP. 
Professor Richards moved that: 
UNM grant credit for acceptable levels o~ stud7n~ perfor-
mance on the .Al~erican college Test (A~) in additi~n to 
the present practice of granting credit on th7 ba~is of 
satisfactory scores on the college Level Examination 
Program (CLEP). 
The acceptable levels of performance on the ACT scores 
are as follows: 
English 27 or better 26 " " Mathematics 30 " II Social Sciences 32 " II Natural Sciences 58 " II Humanities 
Page 3 
Furthermore, yearly progress reports are to be presented 
to the Senate Undergraduate Academic Affairs committee 
for t~e first three years of the program's operation. 
The first report should be submitted after three semesters 
of operation of the program. 
And the Senate Undergraduate Academic Affairs committee 
wishes to be notified when the program begins. 
The motion carried. 
Professor Zeilik presented a proposal regarding the BUS Program. 
He said that the intent was to strengthen the quality of the 
program and the main changes in the existing BUS program are: 
(1) Satisfactory completion of the Communications Skills Test 
and a written statement of why the student has chosen the BUS 
program would be additional entrance requirements; (2) a mandatory 
advisement program would be established; and (3) a minimum of two 
complete sessions of enrollment on the main campus, a minimum of 
twenty-four semester hours of academic work earned while enrolled 
~n the BUS program, and satisfactory completion of all courses 
included in the student's course plan would be additional 
graduation requirements. 
A motion for a division of the proposal was defeated. 
Dean Huber voiced concerns regarding uniformity of decisions 
made by different advisors and the application of skills tests. 
Since Dean Huber and other administrators in University 
College had not had time to study the proposal, Professor Caplan 
moved that it be tabled. The motion carried. 
Professor Roebuck thanked the senate members for their hard work 
and cooperation during the semester. 
The meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 
3 
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The Faculty Senate approves the principle of granting credit for 
bas.,c 
courses in romeaial education which are required of students 
whose predicted performance at the University is below a specified 
level, or who are admitted to the University with deficiencies 
in the admissions requirements. A maximum of 12 credit hours may 
be earned by any student in such courses. The individual colleges 
and degree granting programs have the right to determine the 
number of such hours (up to 12) which are acceptable towards 
graduation from their units. 
This resolution in no way implies a blanket granting of credit 
\oas 1c.. e..d.u.ca-+, oV\ for all remedial courses nor an automatic approval of any given 
program or course in advance. I+ \Y"1d.1ccr\-es +~a:\· -tY1 
'fe.9~\Y-es ,n evev-j e..ase. -\-1.-e.. ~v-ojlf-9\'Y\ \o a. c:\ ~ 
~a.~u....\-.\-'--\ -\hv-ou.g"" '{'lol("vY\a.\ C..hanVlds J 1.e . , ~u.'<"r,cu...\ 0 C...oro'N'\1 
lLY'llev-3v-c1d-u-~e. Ac...a~e'(Y"\\C Af~a.,r s C..oYY\-m ~-\- J;;i"' 
-t\.e. de_gree.. ~\.~\\ 'oe --\-~e <::, arne. 
a\ \ti \J...Je..J. \::,~ +~ e. C., 0 \ \ e ':\ e o "t" 8'f'·h-. 
d S -\- \._ e_ VY'I a I VY" U. VY\ 
av-..\ s~ \ eY\C..t:'S . 
no '("S 
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
December 6, 1978 
TO: Faculty Senate 
FROM: Senate Committee on Faculty Welfare, Professional Standards 
and Ethics 
The Academic Freedom and Tenure Connnittee will request the General 
Faculty to approve the following change in the Faculty Handbook: 
Section 3(g) (i) of the Policy on Academic Freedom and 
Tenure (Handbook p. 37) should read: 
"Annual Review: The progress toward permanent tenure of 
each faculty member on probationary status shall be 
reviewed annually by the department chairperson, in 
consultation with at least those department members best 
acquainted with the probationary member's work. Such 
reviews shall evaluate the probationary member's 
progress in light of the section "Bases for Appointment, 
'PePn!~eT and Promotion" (pp. 52-54), and of standards 
of excellence prevailing in that discipline, department, 
and college. The outcome of each review shall be discussed 
with the probationary member." 
In order to make the Handbook consistent, the Senate is asked 
to approve the following change in the General Introduction to 
the Appointment and Promotion Policy, p. 52: 
(First sentence, second paragraph) 
This document relates eft~Y to appointment and promotion 
policy, not to decisions regarding salary, er ~eftHre. 
BMG 
t•• 1• f ' • 1• t• I'•' I• I I • • • •t' f •' • • ' t ' • ' I • t,' •f • '' t .. 
FORM C 
REQUEST FOB. NEW PROGRAM* DEPAR'IMENT PREPARES IN DUPLICATE ~ . Routing (both copies): 
;...J i ,,,..... .,..'./ \ 00058 
. \ ' \ 1-1 : .• / rt::ff-. College Dean 
· . ..,, "'' ~ Graduate Dean (if graduate credit) 
(Use separate form for each NC V !. 2 1978 Curricula Committee Chairman 
request. Attach extra sheets Vi p id f A d a&f 
tf needed.> _ OFFJCr .. _ ... . ce res e•t or ca emic l'U a!~, 
J.. .f- jfi,~ J°'•\ · -~egistrar 
· 'Registrar keeps original, sending carb 
to Department Chairman. 
School 
Fromxmi~i~~~~~~~l-9~~ of Architecture & Planning Datell/2/78 
-----~-New Degree New Major New Minor 
-----
~ Change of requirements for existing degree, major, or minor. 
Give title of new or revised program below and state degree requirements as they should 
appear in the catalog: 
. Bachelor of Arts in Environmental Design. (See attached.) 
*New degree, new major, major revision in existing program, or new minor affecting tvo 
or mor.e colleges. 
Reasons for request: See attached. 
Session when proposed change would become effective: 
Fall 1979 
Budgetary implications: None 
Mig_ht this change impinge in any significant way on other 
Yes No _X;.;...~--,,~ 
If Yes, have you . resolved these issues with department invol 
fa 
A PROPOSAL FOR A NEW UNDERGRADUATE MAJOR IN THE 
SCHOOL OF ARCHITECTURE & PLANNING - TO BE CALLED 
A BACHELOR OF ARTS IN ENVIRONMENTAL DESIGN 
00059 
r 
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This is a four-year degree program focused on a major in architectural 
and other areas of environmental problem solving and design. It is for 
students who do not wish the current pre-professional degree (Bachelor 
of Arts in Architecture) and the rigor of the studies it requires. The 
new degree will offer an opportunity for students -who wish to concentrate 
their education in the realm of knowledge about the built environment, 
problem solving as a way of thinking, and the design processes in general. 
In comparison to the existing undergrad program, it will allow for a more 
general education as well,in that 80 hours of electives will be al lowed. 
This program requires 48 hours in the major, inclusive of two semesters 
of design studio. Other courses will be requ i red as part of this core 
curriculum. Of the remaining 80 hours 22 must be concentrated in one 
department other than Architecture and Planning. 
°The following core courses will be required* of all students enrolling 
in this program: 
Required Core Courses 
Course 
Arch l 01 
Arch l 04 
Arch 165 or 265 
Arch 181 or 281 
Arch 201 
Arch 202 
Arch 271 
Arch 357 
Arch 365 
Arch 373 
Name Cr. 
Introduction to Architecture 3 
Introduction to Design Skills 3 
Introduction to the City 3 
Introduction to Environmental Problems 3 
DesignStudio I ! 
Design Studio II_ 3 
Design and Behavior . 3 Introduction to Landscape Architecture 
Urban Design Concepts & Methods ~ 
Prograrrrning for Design -32 Total er. 16 Required electives in Architecture & Planning 48 Total Required in Major 
~~~. 
~ ~fte.i._J, ~ ~J.. ,it., ·~~~ 
--• "tf""-, 1M .JJ-
. , 
r 
1 
0006~ 
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Other electives 80 er. 
Of these 30 credits must be in College of Arts and Sciences 
Of these 3 Cr must be in Mathematics (above but not including Math 121) and 
3 Cr in physics. Three credits must be in an Art Studio. Each student i s 
required to concentrate 22 of the elective credits in one department other 
than the School of Architecture & Plan~ing. 
*Students may vary from this required pattern with the wri t t en approval of 
a fac ul ty advisor. 
I 
) ' 
I 
.• ,. 
FORM C 
REQUEST FOR. NEW PR.OGRAM* D!PAR'l'MENT PREPARES IN DUPLICAT! Cr,rm'•~Y;..ing (both copies): 00062 ~ i_-a.. rJV~ College Dean 
(Use separate form for each 
request. Attach extra sheets 
if needed.) . 
Graduate Dean (if graduate credj 
NOv l J 1978 Curricula Committee Chairman 
£ 0,.. _ Vice Pres id eat for Academic Af f · f ;\ r~.c. r ···'-- Registrar 
Registrar keeps original, sendin~ ca 
to Department Chail"Dlan. 
School 
Fromr,fl of Architecture & Planning 
----- New Major 
Date 11 / 2/78 
-----
New Degree New Mino 
-----
X Change of requirements for existing degree, major, or minor. 
-----
Give title of new or revised program below and state degree requirements as they should 
appear in the catalog: 
See attached. 
*New degree, new major, major revision in existing program, or new minor affecting two 
or more colleges. 
Reasons for request: To clarify ·pre-professional intent of this degree by specifying 
required courses instead of req.uiring groupings only. 
Session when proposed change would become effective: Fall 1979 
Budgetary implications: 
Mfg.ht this change impinge in any significant way on other established departmental program 
Yes No ~X ___ _ 
If yes, have you resolved these issues with department involved? 
A · ft, Data 
A (when necessary) W /h-nace /I/ 9 ( 7 P PProved by Graduate Dean ~
Pproved by Curricula Committ e· -"..-J1~-+-J-..:...--------------
Chairma I 
Approved by Vice President " JJ//dtft ':~ Date ;/,./ 7(-for Academic Affairs ~ ~_;_.;_..:.;.. ______________ ~ 
Approved by General Fa 
The University of New Mexico 
<rev1 
Sed 10/15/70-lw) 
10 
• • • • •' , • ' , , • • ' • I •~• 
The Bachelor of Arts in Architecture 
/ 
New Core Course Requirement*: 
Course 
Arch 101 Introduction to Architecture 
Arch 104 Introduction to Design Skills 
Arch 165 or 265 Introduction to the City 
Arch 181 or 281 Introduction to Environmental Problems 
Arch 357 Introduction to Landscape Architecture 
Arch 365 Urban Design Concepts & Methods 
Arch 373 Progranming for Design 
Technology: 
C.E. 211 Introduction to Structural Eng. 
C.E. 312 Arch. ·structures 
Arch 285 Bldg Tech I 
Arch 385 Bldg Tech II 
Arch 386 Bldg Tech III 
Arch 485 Working Drawings 
Studios: 
201 Design Studio I 
202 Design Studio II 
301 Design Studio III 
302 Design Studio IV 
401 or 498 Design Studio V 
Arch Hist: 
Art 261 Ancient & Med. Arch or 
Art 262 Renaissance & Baroque or 
Art 343 Pre Columbina Art or 
Art 361 Arch since 1750 or . 
Art 462 Arch in Context 
Required electives in Architecture & Planning 
Sub total 
Sub total 
Sub total 
Total Req 
Cr . 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
~ 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
4 
~ 
4 
4 
4 
4 
~ 
20 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
6 
=12 
Total Retjuired in Major =78 
Other Electives= 50 Cr 
Of these 30 credits must be in the College of Arts 
Of these 3 must be in Math (above but not including Math 121) and 
3 Cr in Physics) 
& Science, 
00 3 
* requ,·red pattern wi th the written approval Students may vary from this 
of a faculty advisor. 
\ \ 
,. 
f01Uf C 
. REQUEST FOR NEW PROGRAM* 
{Use separate form for each 
request. Attach extra sheets 
if needed.) 
' • , •••• t •• ~ • • • • • • •• • • • • w • • • • • -
DEPARTMENT PREPARES IN DUPLICATE 
Routing (both copies): OOO 
College Dean fi~ 
Graduate Dean (if graduate credit) 
Curricula Committee Chairman 
Vice Presideat for Academic Affair= 
Regi8trar 
Registrar keeps original, sendin~ carbon 
to Department Chairman. 
From Department or Division of Modern and Classica.l Languages (Classica1te November 10, 1 9 
~~~~ New Degree ~~~~- New Major ~~~~- New Minor 
~~X"--~ Change of requirements for existing degree, major, or minor. 
Give title of new or revised program be1.-. and d 
vw state egree requirements as theJ should 
appear in the catalog: 
Major Study-
The tota.l number of required course hours is 33. .Anyone planning to major in Classics should 
consult as soon aa possible vith the Classics advisor to work out a projected schedule of 
courses; the advisor's final approva.l of such a schedule is required. 
The student will choose A or B below, depending on whether he or she wishes to emphasize 
Latin or Greek. 
A. 9 hours of La.tin courses numbered above 200, including 303 or 304; 12 hours of Greek 
courses numbered above 2·50 (may include one Greek course taught in English translation). 
Continued on attached sheet. 
*New degree, new major, major revision in existing program, or new minor affecting tvo 
or more colleges. 
Reasons for request: {l) The old description of requirements was obsolete; it included 
courses Which no longer exist. ( 2) The student will now have greater ne.xibili ty in 
choosing courses related to Classics, and will. be (Continued on attached sheet) 
some 
Session when proposed change would become effective: ~~--F~a,1_.,.l __ .1~9~I.2~~~~~~~~~~ 
Budgetary implications: None. No new number of course hours, no new staff. 
Mig_ht this change impinge in any significant way on other established departmental programs? 
If y Yes No __ ; __ _ 
es, have you resolved these issues with department involved? ~ 
Signature: ~!\:e ff ~ ~~t Chairman ~ Date (/µ~-;_7r 
Date 
Date ~~-~.;...i +-/_1 __ 1+-/ ..... 1..... J>~~~~ 
Approved b ~ Y College Dean ~ 
Approved b Y Graduate Dean 
A (when necessary) hhWh PProved b Y Curricula Committee ( _, ~ 
App =- Cha~irman 
roved by Vice President 
for Academic Affairs _,£.JP?! .. 
Approved by General Facultp_ 7 
NOY 2 O 1978 
Date~~~~------~~~------~ 
'l'he University of New Mexico 
<r 
-~~- -----evtaed 10/15/7.0-lw) \ 1., • 
00065 
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Change in Classics Major continued: 
Degree requirements; continued: 
OR B. 12 hours of Latin courses numbered above 200, including 303 and 304; 9 hours of 
Greek courses numbered above 250 (may include one Greek course taught in English transla-
tion). 
And (in addition to A or B above): one course (3 hours) in Greek or Roman History; and 
9 additional hours of courses at 200 level or above, selected from the following areas: 
Greek or Roman ARt History; Ancient History; Old World Archaeology; Ancient Philosophy; 
and Biblical Studies. 
Reasons for request, continued: 
able to give a slight emphasis to Greek or Latin. 
·~ 
TD: 
F'RDM: 
THE UNIVERSITY Cr NEW MEXICO 
DATE: October 4 , 1978 
Claude-Marie Senninger, Undergraduate Academic Affairs Committee tt 
William W. Johnson, Chairman, Committee on Admissions and Registration I , 
sueJECT: RecollDilendation for Granting CLEP Credit by Means of ACT 
On September 22, 1978, Rodney Young, Director of the Testing Division, 
appeared before the Admissions and Registration Committee. At that 
meeting Dr. Young presented to the Committee his proposal (copy attached) 
to have the University grant credit ·for acceptable levels of student 
performance on the American College Test (ACT). At the present time such 
credit is awarded only on the basis of satisfactory scores on the College 
Level Examination Program (CLEP) general examination and on examinations 
offered under the Advanced Placement Program of the College Entrance 
Examination Board. 
After deliberating the proposal the Admissions and Registration Committee 
voted unanimously in support of it. Central in this action were two 
major considerations. 
1) As Dr. Young stated in the proposal, the recommended change 
would be beneficial to the recruitment of high-ability 
students. 
2) The data presented in the proposal are sufficient to assure 
that the benefits of this program could exist without signi-
ficant risk of granting credit to students on ACT scores who 
would not receive credit on CLEP scores. 
Connnittee discussion-also touched on certain details relating to the pro-
posal. These included whether granting of credit should be automatic or 
require some initiating action by the student, and the questions of when 
and how would students be informed of the credits available to them under 
the program. These and other points would have to be addressed by appro-
priate bodies in the event that the proposal is approved. 
I urge the Undergraduate Academic Affairs Committee to give serious con-
sideration to Dr. Young's proposal. 
w.w.J. 
WWJ/lw 
cc: Dr. Rodney Young 
I 
. ·, .. ., 
TC: 
f'RCM: 
SUBJECT: 
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THE UNIVERS ITY OF' NEW MEXICO 
DATE: August 14, 1978 
William W. Johnson, Chair, Admissions and Registration Committee 
Rodney W. Young, Director, Testing Division 
Attached Proposal for CLEP Credit by Means of ACT 
Attached is a proposal for consideration by the Admissions and Registration 
Committee. I would welcome the opportunity to present this proposal to the 
A & R Committee. ' 
I believe the concept that is the substance of this proposal is worthwhile 
and advantageous to both students and the University. 
Your reaction will be appreciated. Additional copies can be made for other 
committee members. 
enclosure 
cc: William H. Huber, Dean , University College 
v Robert M. Weaver, Dean of Admissions & Records 
15" 
-·' 
Proposal: CLEP General Credit by Means of ACT 
Rodney W. Young, Testing Division 
00068 
The University of New Mexico has demonstrated its commitment to the 
recognition of academic excellence and to the active recruitment of highly 
qualified students by offering college credit by means of two examination 
programs. The University recognizes the College Entrance Examination 
Board's Advanced Placement Program and also the College Level Examination 
Program, better known as CLEP. It is the intent of this proposal to recom-
mend that the University recognize the substitutability of ACT for CLEP. 
The American College Test (ACT) is already an admission requirement and it 
is the contention of this proposal that ACT can readily substitute for CLEP 
in granting credit. 
If ctedit were available by means of ACT as well as CLEP, the advan-
tage to the institution would appear to be in attracting top level students. 
A recruitment program that could extend college credit directly through the 
admission test rather than the secondary process of the CLEP examination 
program would appear to be a distinct advantage. The advantage to the stu-
dent of course is the saving of money from participating in CLEP. CLEP is 
soon to go to a $20 per examination rate. For a student to take the five 
CLEP General examinations would amount to $100. The current charge is $40 
for the five examinations. The essential point is that as long as ·the 
University is already granting credit by means of CLEP, it could also grant 
the same CLEP credit by means of ACT. This alternative would create an 
f for the institution as well as reduce the e fective recruitment approach 
cost to qualified students who would seek credit through CLEP. 
h . proposal, it is necessary to clarify the Before proceeding with tis 
two types of CLEP examinations. CLEP includes both General exa~inations, 
\~ 
,. 
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which are intended to be equivalent to a general, educa t ion component , and 
Subject examinations. which are specific course equivalents . This pr oposal 
concerns only the CLEP General examinations. (It may well be pos sible to 
extend this concept to include the CLEP Subj ect examinations a t a later 
date.) The University of New Mexico currently grants up to 30 semester 
hours credit for the CLEP General Examinations depending upon the college 
the student plans to enter. A student can r ecei ve up t o s ix semester hours 
for each of the five examinations compl eted with a s cor e of 500 or better . 
The five examinations are English Composition, Ma thematics , Social Science 
and Hi story, Natural Sciences, and Humanti es. Details as to how much credit 
each col lege will grant for the CLEP General are available in the CLEP 
brochure prepared by the Testing Division. If ACT could substitute for the 
CLEP General, the same policies would apply that currently exis t for CLEP. 
The primary assumption for thi s proposal i s tha t CLEP currently exists 
and is accepted by the University and that ACT s cores can be effective pre-
dictors or substitutes for the CLEP scores. This proposal is no t an 
attempt to establ ish a relationship between ACT and course content . It is 
a proposal suggesting that performance on ACT is an eff ec t ive predictor of 
performance on CLEP, an already accepted testing program. ACT performance 
indicates that t he i ndividual possesses t he knowledge and skills required 
for sati sfactory performance on CLEP. 
The basis o f t his proposal i s a recent study of t he r elationship be-
tween CLEP s cores and ACT scor es at the University of New Mexico . CLEP 
scores from 1974 t hr ough 1978 were used. There wer e 922 subjects who had 
taken one or more CLEP General Examinations. The actual breakdown was 
378 for CLEP Engl ish , 352 for CLEP Math , 359 for CLEP Social Sciences, . 
I '1 
Page 3()0070 
346 for CLEP Natural Science, and 347 for CLEP llumanities. ACT scores, 
self-reported high school grades, and a self- reported overall high school 
GPA were looked up f r om the ACT file for each of the subjects, and corre-
lations were calculated for all possible combinations. Additional\y, 
regression equations were established to predict each of the five CLEP 
General Examinations using as m~ny ACT variables as necessary to make a 
workable equation. As expected, only one ACT score entered into the pre-
diction equation at a meaningful level for each of the CLEP areas except 
for the CLEP Humanities . The ACT English score was the best predictor of 
the CLEP English score; ACT Math was the best predictor of CLEP Math and 
so on. However, the CLEP Humanities took a combination of the ACT English 
and ACT Social Studies to arrive at an acceptable level of prediction. 
Table 1 summarizes these findings . 
Table 1 
CLEP General - ACT Relationship 
CLEP Test ACT Predictor r(R) Number 
English English .734 378 
Mathematics Mathematics .793 352 
Social Science Social Studies .686 359 
Natural Science Natural Sciences .697 346 
Humanities Eng.+ Soc . St. .631 347 
Once it was established which ACT index was the best predictor of the 
CL t minimize the error. In any exact level EP score, the next step was o 
two kl.'nds of error: one error is where people are prediction there will be 
level but fail to do so and the predicted to score above a particular 
.,, 
00071 
second kind of error is where people are predicted to score below a level 
but they, nonetheless, do okay. To facilitate discussion the first error 
is dubbed Type 1 error and refers to students being predicted to be above a 
particular level but who do not perform that well. The Type 2 erro is 
when students are predicted to be below a certain level but, nonetheless, 
score above that level. A straight regression equation attempts to equalize 
these two error terms; however, it is possible to adjust the level to mini-
mize one type of error or another. Table 2 follows and illustrates the two 
errors with a normal prediction. The two types of error are not equal be-
cause only numbers are considered and not the distances from the mean. 
Table 2 
Predicted CLEP General - ACT Relationship 
NORMAL 
Predicted Related Number Type 1 Error* Number Type 2 Error** 
CLEP ACT 
> ACT Number (i.) < ACT Number (i.) Score Score 
Eng. 500 22 (E) 241 55 (23%) 137 25 (18%) 
Math 500 20 (M) 267 41 (15%) 85 23 (27%) 
ss 500 25 (SS) 215 57 (27%) 144 27 (19%) 
NS 500 25 (NS) 247 50 (20%) 99 28 (28%) 
Hum. 500 46 (E + SS) 215 75 (35%) 132 32 (24%) 
* Number above ACT score but who failed CLEP 
** Number below ACT score but who passed CLEP 
For pedagogical and administrative reasons, it was felt that the 
only one of any serious impact to this proposal. If Type 1 error was the 
this study is to establish ACT as equivalent to CLEP, then any Type 2 
d t not ryetting credit through ACT) can be remedied error (a capable stu en o 
by the student going ahead and taking the CLEP examination. A Type 1 
error, however, cannot be remedied. If a student is predicted to get an 
adequate CLEP score but indeed in reality he would not, then that error 
cannot be accommodated. It was felt then that the emphasis should be the 
reduction of the Type 1 error to an acceptable level without completely 
eliminating everybody. This was done by calculating a Type 1 error at 
every ACT level until an acceptable error factor was achieved. Obviously 
using the highest ACT score would make the Type 1 error a perfect zero 
every time; however, there would be virtually no students being granted credit 
by means of ACT. Essentially thc11 what this proposal attempts to do is to 
establish a Type 1 error that is small enough to be acceptable without mak-
ing the Type 2 error so large that there would be no purpose to the proposal. 
Table 3 follows with the recommended ACT scores and the pe'rcentage of 
Type 1 error. 
Eng. 
Math 
ss 
NS 
Hum. 
Table 3 
Predicted CLEP General - ACT Relationship 
ELEVATED 
Predicted Related Number 
CLEP Score ACT Score > ACT Score 
575 27 (E) 62 
569 26 (M) 169 
546 30 (SS) 55 
586 32 (NS) 63 
570 58 (E + SS) 27 
* Number above ACT score but who failed CLEP 
The first point to be dealt with from Table 3 is that the 
CLEP score is considerably higher than the accepted CLEP score 
QO 
Type l* 
Error N (%) 
2 (37.) 
4 (2%) 
3 (5%) 
2 (37.) 
1 (4%) 
predicted 
of 500. 
• M 
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Again the reason for this was to minimize the Type 1 error. The corres-
ponding ACT score, which would predict that particular level on the CLEP, 
gives a good indication of the qu~lity of student that would be granted 
CLEP credit directly through ACT. The number of students in t his study 
who scored above that particular ACT level are indicate~ followed by the 
number of those students who actually did not pass the CLEP examination . 
A Type 1 error of a maximum of 5 percent was the goal and this was achieved . 
It can be seen from Table 3 that there was a reasonable number of students 
in each of the five areas who were above the respective ACT level and also 
passed the CLEP examination. This suggests that using ACT as an equivalent 
would be a money saving alternative for capable students planning to take 
CLEP. 
The basic concept of this proposal can be further illustrated by 
applying it to an already defined group. Table 4 illustrates the applica-
tion of this proposal to the UNM 1977 Freshman Class. 
CLEP 
Eng. 
Math 
ss 
NS 
Hum. 
Table 4 
Hypothetical Application of ACT for CLEP General 
U'NM 77 (N=2464) 
ACT ACT Score N > ACT Score 
27 72 Eng. 
Math 26 
387 
30 49 ss 
32 112 NS 
58 23 E + SS 
(% of UNM 77) 
(3%) 
(16%) 
(2%) 
(5%) 
(li.) 
the Freshman Class of 1977 contained a reasonable num-It can be seen that 
Would have been gran t ed CLEP General credit directly ber of students who 
~I 
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through ACT. What is immediately obvious is t hat t here may be a lar ge 
number of students in the freshman classes at UNM, if UID1 1977 is an indi-
cator, who could be granted credit directly if this concep t were in 
existence. This seems to suggest that a lot of students of hi gh level 
ability are not getting the benefit of the CLEP progr am , either because of 
their unfamiliarity with the program or its cost . Nonetheless , t hese 
studen ts would predictably pass the CLEP examination if they t ook it . Of 
course, there may be a number of qualified students who are no t looking for 
a reduction in the number of general education hours. This could be accom-
modated by making this option available only upon r eques t. 
Table 5 further illustrates the concept by applying it to a group of 
prospective students, namely those students who had t heir ACT scores sent 
to UNH during the 1977- 1978 year. 
CLEP 
Eng. 
Math 
ss 
NS 
Hum. 
Table 5 
Hypothetical Application of ACT for CLEP General 
1977- 78 ACT Tapes (N=8218) 
ACT ACT Score N > ACT Score 
Eng. 27 300 
Math 26 1298 
ss 30 254 
NS 32 360 
E + ss 58 126 
(% of Total) 
(4%) 
(16%) 
(3%) 
(4%) 
(2%) 
Table 5 indicates the potential for r ecr uiting . The percentages from 
4 i nfer where UWi fails to Table 5 can be compared to t hose f r om Table to 
which is some indication of the 
be representa tive of the popula t ion poo~ , 
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recruiting potential. However, the main point is that UNM' s per centages 
could well be increased through the availability of CLEP credi t t h r ough ACT 
as an option. 
The main thrust of this proposal is that t his ACT opt ion could be an 
effective recruiting device. For the capable student, di rec t c r edi t t hrough 
ACT could be a deciding factor. Although the CLEP program is avail able now, 
the student would be able to get credit without t he expense and t he bother 
of CLEP. It is this high level student whom the University ac t ively seeks 
and who is a good risk for the institution. 
f # • • ' • • • • • ' ~ . .. 
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AD!HSSION 
All freshman students are admitt~d to the University College. 
A detailed statement of entrance requirements is contained in the 
Admission and Registration section of this catalog • 
. ADMISSION FROM UNIVERSITY COLLEGE 
Requirements for transfer from the University College into the 
Bachelor of University Studies· program are as follows: 
1. Twenty-six hours of earned credit. 
2. (a) A scholarship index of at least 2.0 on all hours attempted 
OR 
(b) 
3. 
4. 
A scholarship index of at least 2.0 on all hours attempted 
~n the previous two semesters of enrollment; provided that, 
if fewer than 26 hours were attempted in the previous two 
semesters, a . scholarship index of at least 2.0 shall be 
required on all work attempted in as many previous consecu-
tive semesters. as are necessary to bring the student's total 
~ours ~ttempted to at least 30. (See definition of scholarship 
index in this catalog.) 
Completion of the BUS application form including a written 
statement by the student explaining (a) his educational and 
career objectives, (b) the reason why his educational goals 
cannot be achieved. in another degree program (c) course plan 
. through which the student proposes to satisfy his educatio nal 
objectives (d) an enumeration of the credit hours which the 
student has completed, is currently enrolled for and plans to 
enroll for in the future. 
An interview prior to transfer. 
s. Satisfactory completion of the Communications Skills Test. 
~NSFER FROM OTHER COLLEGES IN TIIIS UNIVERSITY 
de Transfer to the Bachelor. of university Studies J?rogram ~rom a 
gree-granting college of The university of New Mexico requires . a 
:ch~la:ship index of 2 .o. You may petition to ~ransf~r at ~ny ~ime . 
dmission will be granted £oiiowing-an-±n£o~mat~onai-~nterv~ew if you 
meet th b . ea eve requirement. 
~SFER FROM OTHER ACCREDITED. INSTITUTIONS 
Pro If you seek transfer into the Bach~lor of Univers~ty s~ud~es 
e gram from another institution, you must meet the University s ~ n7r~1 qualitative admission requirements for tran~fer and.pr7sent 
\.1i1inimum of 26 transferable semester hours of cred~t. Admiss.1;on 
r l.be Qranted if the student meets the above re uirements. The 
o~quired ±ttformat±~na! interview must be held no later than the end 
the fourth week of the initial semester in the program . 
' .. 
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BUS PROGRAM REGULATIONS 
1. Each student applying for admission to the BUS program will b e 
assigned to an adviser according to the student's area o f c ourse 
or college concentration. The adviser will review the BUS 
application forms completed by the student, and will judge 
whether or not_ the ?tudent has presented sufficiently clear 
and logical reasons for admission to the program. The adv iser 
will then approve or disapprove the application. If an app l i -
cation is disapproved, the student is free to revise it under 
the guidance of his/her adviser and resubmit it. 
2. Each student in the BUS program must arrange a confe r e nce wi th 
hisfher adviser at least once during each s emester. F a ilure t o 
satisfy this requirement may result in disenrollme nt f r om the 
BUS program. 
3. The s tudent's course plan as · presented in his appl i c a t i on and 
approved by his/her adviser cannot be changed wi thout prior 
approval ·of the adviser and sufficient reas on. 
DEGREE REQUIREMENTS 
If you plan to graduate at the close of a give n semester, you 
;ust.rnake application for the degree with the Bache lor o ~ University 
tudies clerk in the University College office by the e nd of the 
fou:th week of that semester. you are encouraged to make such appli-
cation a· • ' • h · h · t t to com uring the semester preceding that in ~ 1.~ you i n en . . . 
Plete degree requirements. A summary specifying t he work remaining 
for the degree will be prepared and sent to you; howev e r, you are . 
solely responsible for completing all the requi r ement s for graduation . 
~a .academic dividends or penalties are given in the Bache l or of 
niversi ty Studies program. 
l . 
2. 
3. 
4. 
s. 
The specific graduation requirements are: 
A minimum of 12B semester hours of earned cred it. This may include 
up to four hours of physical education activity courses. 
t ·~inim~ scholarship index of 2.0 on all work attemp ted a t The 
niversity of New Mexico. 
A.m~nirnum of 40 semester hours earned in courses at t he u pper 
division level. 
A rn' · 1.n1.mum grade-point aver.age of 2 • 0 on 
work attempted at The University of New 
all u pper division course 
Mexico. 
Subseque~t to admission to the Bachelor of Unive r sity Studies 
. Program . . f t··'O complete sess i o n s o f enrollment 
0 , a minimum o one " - . ( ters n the main campus of the University of New Mexic o semes 
or summ . er sessions). 
., 
. . '. ,• . ., . . . . . . . , 
Bachelor of Univer s ity Studies Page 3 
6. A minimum of' ~±x t wenty-four semester hours o f academic work 
earned while e n rolle d in t he Bachelor of University Studies 
program. 
7. Satisfactory complet ion of all courses included in the student ' s 
course plan. 
8. Fulfillment of the residence credit requirement of this University. 
9. Completion of the Undergraduate . Program Test Battery , including 
the aptitude test and an advanced or field test, during the 
first semester of t h e senior year. Registration materials will 
be available from the college offices early in the semester . It 
is the student's responsibility to make arrangements for the tes t. 
The student will receive a copy of the t est results together 
with interpretation information. Quest i ons regarding the UPTB 
should be directed to the college offic e s. 
, -i 
A THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
DATE: January 9, 1979 
To: Members of t he Faculty Senate 
.,., Anne J. Brown,~ry of the University 
sus1Ecr: Next Meeting 
00079 
There will not be a meeting of the Faculty Senate in January . 
The next meeting will be February 13 at 3:3 0 in the Kiva . The 
agenda will be sent out at a later date. 
AJB/bt 
) 
"' 
